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Dear Senator Gramm:

RECEIVED
MAR -',9 1993

FEDERALCCJMIDD~
(JfU(J11EmETMY

This is in reply to your letter of February 10, 199 which you inquired on
behalf of your constituent, Joseph D. Davis, Jr ing the Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket N 92-235 7 FR 54034 (1992).
This Notice proposes comprehensive changes to ommission's Rules governing
the private land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below
512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and, unless changed, will
stifle the growth and development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments, public safety
entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice, therefore, to solicit comment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed to increase channel capacity, to promote
more efficient use of these channels, and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Mr. Davis is specifically concerned about the impact of these changes on radio
control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is ~ discussion paper concerning our
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In sh~rt, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained-in the
Notice. .
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Honorable Phil Gramm 2.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituent's concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change
in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of communications
in the private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the
point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Comments on the
proposals set forth in the Notice are due May 28, 1993, and Reply Comments are
due July 14, 1993. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994. We urge your
constituent to file formal comments on all aspects of the proposals.

Sincerely,

a~.~&
~~~Ph A. Haller

Chief, Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures:
Notice
Order
Discussion paper

CNTL NO - 9300645
cc:
Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)
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Phil Gramm

Texas

£.[ tMEMORANDUM

Date: IQ ,((3

Federal Communications Commission
Office of Congressional Affairs
1919 "M" Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

A constituent has sent the enclosed
communication. A response which
addressed his/her concerns would be
appreciated.

Please send you response, together with
the constituent's correspondence, to
the following address:

Offlce of Senator Phil Gramm
2323 Bryan Street, Suite 1500
Dallas, Texas 75201

Attention: Georg'a Brown



FEB C~

The Honorable Phil G~amm

United States Senator
2323 Bryan Street, Suite
Dallas TX 75201

Dear Senator Gramm.
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1500

Februarv 4. 1993

Re: PR Docket 92-235

I am a membe~ of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
have invested not only a ~reat deal or my rinancial
resources but a larQe amount of time and efrort into
the radio equipment. enqines and model aircrart.

Our radios and receivers already have been modified for
a narrow band pass to limit interrerence rrom our existinq
adjacent rreQuency for safety and reliability of fliqht.

The Federal Communications Commission has issued a Notice
clr Prccpccsed Rule MakiY"t1;~ (NPRM-PR Deccl<.et 92-235) \o'~hich if
implemented will have a profecund effect on model frequency
use. Develecped by the FCC Land Mobile Service. it creates
a massive frequency restructuring--the first of its tyoe
i Y"I 60 years.

This document addresses frequency use in another service
(Part 88) bl.lt wi 11 alsc< affect Part 95 where our RC freQttel'"'cy
use lives. Without becoming too technical, the restructurinq
inserts two new frequencies between those presently assiqned
for modeling use and commercial users. That means we could
have a transmitter almost four times the power output of
ours. only 2.5 kHz away from a large number of our 72 and 75
MHz frequencies.

In the 72 MHz band. thirty-one of our freouencies would be
bracketed. principally in the ~ower end of the band (below
c!',al'""'·,e I 42).. A simi I ar cOl'",d i t ion wot! 1de)·: i st i·.... the 7':", IT1Hz
band. Two examples of the frequency olacino would look like
the ·f01 I Q\o'~ i ·...1Q :



Model Cha~~el 14
New irlsert
New irlsert

Prese~t Commercial
New irlsert
New irlsert

Model Cha~~el 15

Model Cha~~el 62
New irlsert
New irlsert

Prese~t Commercial
New irlsert
New irlsert

Model Cha~~el 63
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OR

72.070 MHz
72.0725 MHz
72.0775 MHz

72.080 MHz
72.0825 MHz
72.0875 MHz

72.090 !"1Hz

75.430 MHz
75.4325 MHz
75.4375 MHz

75.440 MHz
75.4425 MHz
75.4475 MHz

75.450 MHz

Not o~ly are these ~ew freque~cies very close to ours they
are alscl desi~rlated as "mc.bi Ie"; therefore, we wc.uld rlever
k~ow where they are operati~g, i~cludi~g right i~ the pit
area at our flyi~g site, or o~ the street a~d highway ~earby.

I~ additio~, the t~ch~ical specificatio~s for the ~ew equip­
ment allows a legal freque~cy tolera~ce which could place
their signal directly o~ ours!

Si~ce the proposed new freque~cv is so close. interference
will occur and render most model frequencies unusable.

Your vote aqai~st the proposal and influence on others would
be qreatly aopreciated.

I i rlcere 1 v • ?

jl
D. Davis.. Ji·'.

1228 West Chef,-·"l
Hl..lrst TX 76053


